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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1,114. . 

2. Applicant's submission filed on November 12, 2004 has been entered. 

• Claims 1-8 have been amended. 

• Claims 24-27 have been canceled. 

• Claims 28-29 have been added. 

• Claims 1-17, 28-29 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
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were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1-7 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bouve et al. (US 5,682,525 A), hereinafter "Bouve", in view of Hancock et al. (US 
6.202,023 B1), hereinafter "Hancock"; 

As per claim 1, Bouve teaches a method for searching a database in an 
information retrieval system according to user-identified geographical location 
information, comprising the steps of: 

• "creating a database for storing at least geographical location information for 
each of a plurality of items of interest" at Col. 2 lines 14-17; 

• "receiving geographical location information corresponding to a location of a 
user's communications device" at Col. 10 lines 28-42; 

• "receiving a search request from the user, and detecting whether the request is 
to search the database for items of interest located in a vicinity of the 
geographical location of the user's communication device or of a different 
geographical location identified by the user" at Col. 10 lines 28-42 ; 
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• "generating a search query for items of interest only within a certain 

geographical proximity of the geographical location identified by the user"' at Col. 
5 lines 14-21; 

Bouve does not explicitly teach: "information regarding the different geographical 
location is pre-configured by the user at a prior time" as claimed. However, Hancock 
teaches a similar method for querying a database and providing information services to 
users based on their geographical location (Col. 1 lines 15-20), wherein: "information 
regarding the different geographical location is pre-configured by the user at a prior 
time" at Col. 8 line 60 to Col. 9 line 10. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Bouve's teaching 
based on Hancock*s teaching so that "information regarding the geographical location is 
pre-configured by the user", in order to allow users to identify geographical location 
using easy to remember identifiers, or labels. For example, "Ms . Mary Smith may 
name her house MARY. SMITH. HOUSE. Thus, when Ms. Smith wants to 
direct someone using a locational service to her house, she 
identifies her location using MARY. SMITH. HOUSE, rather than a 
street address." (Hancock, Col. 8 line 60 to Col. 9 lines 3.) . This modification "are 
useful as it keeps user input to a minimum, increasing safety, 
reliability, and convenience" (Hancock, Col. 9 line 9-11.) 

As per claim 2, Bouve and Hancock teach the method of searching a database 
according to claim 1 as discussed above. Bouve also teaches: "the geographical 
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location of the user's communications device corresponds to the present location of the 
user's communications device" at Col. 2 lines 32-52. 

As per claim 3, Bouve and Hancock teach the method of claim 2 as discussed 
above. Hancock also teaches: "the user's communication device comprise a mobile 
communications device and the geographical location information of the user's mobile 
communication device is determined by triangular of control signal strength received at 
cell towers surrounding the user's communication device" at Col. 3 lines 55-61 . Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to combine Bouve and Hancock's teachings so that the user's current 
geographic location could be automatically determined without requiring user to input 
his/her location information or using an external location determining device, and the 
accuracy of the location information would be improved. 

As per claim 4, Bouve and Hancock teach the method for searching a database 
according to claim 2 as discussed above. Bouve also teaches: "the user's 
communication device comprise a mobile communications device, and the geographical 
location information of the user's mobile communication device is determined by a GPS 
receiver within the user's communication device" at Col. 10 line 61 to Col. 11 line 1. 

As per claim 5, Bouve and Hancock teach the method for searching a database 
according to claim 1 as discussed above. Hancock also teaches: "the step of generating 
a search query comprises calculating a radial distance surrounding the specified 
graphical location and searching for items of interest at geographical locations within the 
calculated radial distance" at Col. 30 lines 10-21, 
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As per claim 6, Bouve and Hancock teach the method for searching a database 
according to claim 1 as discussed .above. Hancock also teaches: "the user's 
communications device comprises a mobiles communication device, and the different 
geographical location specified by the user is a previous location of the user's mobile 
communications device" at Col. 26 lines 19-22. 

As per claim 7, Bouve and Hancock teach the method for searching a database 
according to claim 1 as discussed above. Hancock also teaches: "the user's 
communication device comprises a mobile communications device, and the different 
geographical location specified by the user is a location known to the system and is 
then personalized by the user for a future search as a personalized landmark for a 
radial search" at Col. 27 lines 39-49. 

As per claim 29, Bouve and Hancock teach the method as in claim 1 discussed 
above. Hancock also teaches: "wherein the geographical proximity is a radial distance 
relative to the geographical location identified by the user" at Col. 27 lines 39-49. 

6. Claims 12-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bouve (US 5,682,525 A), and in view of Rennard (US 6,615,131 B1), 

As per claim 12, Bouve teaches an information retrieval system for identifying 
items of interest located within a vicinity of a user-specified geographical location, 
comprising: 
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• "a database records unit for storing a plurality of infornnation about a plurality of 
items of interest, including a name of each item of interest search, criteria 
associated with each item of interest, and a corresponding geographical location 
for each item of interest, and a corresponding geographical location for each item 
of interest" at Col. 2 lines 10-31; 

• "a geographic locations processor for receiving a geographical location for 
searching the database records unit" at Col. 11 lines 3-14; 

• "a database index for generating a search query including the geographical 
location" at Col. 2 lines 25-30. 

The difference between Bouve's teaching and the invention of claim 12 is that 
Bouve does not teach a " user-defined geographical location being pre-configured by 
the user at a prior time, by orally creating a specified name using a mobile 
communication device and associating the specified name with a geographical location 
while user is in the geographical location" as claimed. 

However, Rennard teaches a similar method for identifying items of interest 
located within a vicinity of a user geographical location (Col. 2 lines 40-60), wherein: 
"user-defined geographical location being pre-configured by the user at a prior time, by 
orally creating a specified name using a mobile communication device and associating 
the specified name with a geographical location while user is in the geographical 
location" at Col. 21 line 45 to Col. 22 line 9 and Col. 13 line 62 to Col. 14 line 13. Thus, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Bouve's based on Rennard 's teaching in order provide a safe 
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environment for inputting data and to reduce the number of input by users while using 
the system. As noted by Rennard, "it is desirable to provide an enhanced 
operating environment, in which the user is required to supply 
only reduced number of inputs, while using the navigation 
system. Thus, where a user is driving, for example, an enhanced 
operation environment provides important navigational output 
with minimal user inputs. It is thus desirable that allows a 
user to input complex information through alternative devices 
ahead of time" and "allow the user to input information by means of 
voice entries" (Rennard, Col. 11 lines 5-17) 

As per claim 13, Bouve and Rennard teach the information retrieval system 
according to claim 12 as discussed above. Bouve also teaches: "a question generator 
table for prompting a user to provide a user defined geographical location for searching 
the database records unit" at Gol. 10 lines 28-42. 

As per claim 14, Bouve and Rennard teach the information retrieval system 
according to claim 13 as discussed above. Bouve also teaches: "the question generator 
table provides digitized audio speech signals as prompts to a user's mobile 
communications device" at Col. 10 lines 28-42. 

As per claim 15, Bouve and Rennard teach the information retrieval system 
according to claim 14 as discussed above. Bouve also teaches: "the information 
retrieval system digitally encodes responses to the prompts to create the search query 
in the database index" at Col. 10 lines 28-42. 
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As per claim 16, Bouve and Rennard teach the information retrieval system 
according to claim 12 as discussed above. Rennard also teaches: "the geographic 
locations processor processes user-defined location information provided by a users 
mobile communications device, upon receiving an indication from the user, and 
provides location information to a database index for generating a search query" at Col. 
21 line 40 to Col. 22 line 8. 

As per claim 17, Bouve and Rennard teach the information retrieval system 
according to claim 16 as discussed above. Rennard also teaches: 

• "geographic locations name encoder for receiving and encoding user-specified 
geographic location names corresponding to geographical location information 
provided by a user's mobile communication device" at Col. 21 line 40 to Col. 22 
line 8; 

• "a geographic location database for storing encoded user-specified geographical 
location names and corresponding geographical location information provided by 
users for future database searches" at Col. 22 lines 1-8. 

7. Claims 8-11 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bouve and Hancock, as applied to claims 1-7 above, and further in view of 
Rennard et al. (US 6,615,131 B1), hereinafter "Rennard". 

As per claim 28, Bouve and Hancock teaches the method as in claim 1 
discussed above. Bouve and Hancock does not explicitly teach: "the step of detecting 
comprises orally creating a specified name using a mobile communications device and 
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associating the specified name with the different geographical location while the user is 
in the different geographical location" as claimed. However, Rennard teaches a similar 
method for querying a database and providing information services to users based on 
their geographical location (Col. 2 lines 40-60), wherein: "information regarding the 
different geographical location is pre-configured by the user at prior time, by orally 
creating a specified name using the mobile communication device and associating the 
specified name with the different geographical location while the user is in the different 
geographical location" at Col. 21 line 45 to Col. 22 line 9 and Col. 13 line 62 to Col. 14 
line 13. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Bouve and Hancock's teachings based on Rennard 's 
teaching in order provide a safe environment for inputting data and to reduce the 
number of input by users while using the system. As noted by Rennard, "it is 
desirable to provide an enhanced operating environment, in which 
the user is required to supply only reduced number of inputs, 
while using the navigation system. Thus, where a user is 
driving, for example, an enhanced operation environment provides 
important navigational output with minimal user inputs. It is 
thus desirable that allows a user to input complex information 
through alternative devices ahead of time" and "allow the user to 
input information by means of voice entries" (Rennard, Col. 1 1 lines 5- 
17). 
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As per claim 8, Bouve, Rennard and Hancock teach the method for searching a 
database according to claim 28 as discussed above. Rennard also teaches the steps of: 

• "receiving a name specified by the user for the specified geographical location; 
storing the specified name and corresponding geographical location information 
as an entry in a locations table" at Col. 21 line 40 to Col 22 line 8; 

• "upon receiving a request to search for items of interest in the vicinity of a 
geographical location specified by name, (i) searching the locations table for the 
specified name, and (ii) providing the geographical location information 
corresponding to the specified name in a search query" at Col. 21 line 40 to Col 
22 line 8 . 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bouve and Hancock's teachings based on Rennard 's 
teaching in order provide a safe environment for inputting data and to reduce the 
number of input by users while using the system. As noted by Rennard, "it is desirable 
to provide an enhanced operating environment, in which the user is required to supply 
only reduced number of inputs, while using the navigation system. Thus, where a user 
is driving, for example, an enhanced operation environment provides important 
navigational output with minimal user inputs. It is thus desirable that allows a user to 
input complex information through alternative devices ahead of time" and "allow the 
user to input information by means of voice entries" (Rennard, Col. 1 1 lines 5-17). 
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As per claim 9, Bouve, Rennard, and Hancock teach the method for searching a 
database according to claim 8 as discussed above. Rennard also teaches: "digitally 
encoding an audio speech signal of the specified name, wherein the digitally encoded 
signal identifies a specific location and is stored In the locations table" at Col. 21 line 40 
to Col 22 line 8. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bouve and Hancock's teachings based on Rennard 's 
teaching in order provide a safe environment for inputting data and to reduce the 
number of input by users while using the system. As noted by Rennard, "it is desirable 
to provide an enhanced operating environment, in which the user is required to supply 
only reduced number of inputs, while using the navigation system. Thus, where a user 
is driving, for example, an enhanced operation environment provides important 
navigational output with minimal user inputs. It is thus desirable that allows a user to 
input complex information through alternative devices ahead of time" and "allow the 
user to input information by means of voice entries" (Rennard, Col. 1 1 lines 5-1 7). 

As per claim 10, Bouve, Rennard and Hancock teach the method for searching 
a database according to claim 8 as discussed above. Rennard also teaches: "the user 
pre-configures the locations table with geographical locations at which the user intends 
to search" at Col. 21 line 40 to Col 22 line 8. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Bouve and 
Hancock's teachings based on Rennard 's teaching in order provide a safe environment 
for inputting data and to reduce the number of input by users while using the system. As 
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noted by Rennard, "it is desirable to provide an enhanced operating environment, in 
which the user is required to supply only reduced number of inputs, while using the 
navigation system. Thus, where a user is driving, for example, an enhanced operation 
environment provides important navigational output with minimal user inputs. It is thus 
desirable that allows a user to input complex information through alternative devices 
ahead of time" and "allow the user to input information by means of voice entries" 
(Rennard, Col. 11 lines 5-17). 

As per claim 1 1 , Bouve, Rennard and Hancock teach the method for searching a 
database according to claim 8 as discussed above. Rennard also teaches the steps of: 

• "requesting a user identification before storing a specified name and 
corresponding location information in the locations table" at Col. 1 1 lines 55-67; 

• "requesting a user identification before searching the locations table, wherein the 
specified names and corresponding locations are stored according to the user 
identification" at Col. 1 1 lines 55-67 and Col. 21 line 40 to Col 22 line 8. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bouve and Hancock's teachings based on Rennard 's 
teaching in order provide a safe environment for inputting data and to reduce the 
number of input by users while using the system. As noted by Rennard, "it is desirable 
to provide an enhanced operating environment, in which the user is required to supply 
only reduced number of inputs, while using the navigation system. Thus, where a user 
is driving, for example, an enhanced operation environment provides important 
navigational output with minimal user inputs. It is thus desirable that allows a user to 
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input complex information through alternative devices ahead of time" and "allow the 
user to input information by means of voice entries" (Rennard, Col. 11 lines 5-17). 

Response to Arguments 

8. The examiner wishes to thank applicant for pointing out the incorrect patent 
number provided for the Rennard reference in the Final Office Action dated May 1 1 , 
2004. The correct patent number for the Rennard reference is US 6,615,131 B1. The 
examiner apologizes for any confusion this may cause. 

9. Applicant's arguments filed November 12, 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant's arguments. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Bouve, Hancock 
and Rennard all direct to the method for obtain information from a database using a 
mobile device such as a cellular phone. Anyone who ever tried to input data using a 
mobile device such as PDA or cellular phone would recognize the fact that it is much 
harder, less accuracy and require more time to input the data from the cellular phone 
keypad, compare to inputting data from a desktop computer device. Hancock 
recognizes the problem and provides a solution using voice command: 
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"The speech interface is used in a preferred embodiment to 
allow users to control the computer via spoken voice commands 
for promoting safe driving conditions while operating the 
portable computing device from an automobile or the like"(Col. 25 
lines 50-55). 

Rennard also recognizes this problem and states that "it is thus 
desirable to provide an improved operating environment that 
allows a user to input complex information through wireless 
device 202 with a minimal user input" (Col. 21 lines 40-45.) Rennard then 
suggest a method for inputting information into a database by allowing user to speak 
into the mobile device (Col. 21 line 45 to Col. 22 line 9). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Bouve and Hancock's based on Rennard 's teaching in order provide a safe 
environment for inputting data and to reduce the number of input by users while using 
the system. As noted by Rennard, "it is desirable to provide an enhanced 
operating environment, in which the user is required to supply 
only reduced number of inputs, while using the navigation 
system. Thus, where a user is driving, for example, an enhanced 
operation environment provides important navigational output 
with minimal user inputs. It is thus desirable that allows a 
user to input complex information through alternative devices 
ahead of time" and "allow the user to input information by means of 
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voice entries" (Rennard, Col. 1 1 lines 5-17). Rennard*s teaching of inputting 
information to a database by means of voice entries is appreciated by all methods and 
systems which required user to input data from a mobile device. Further, similar to 
Rennard, Hancock's system is also implemented as a "vehicular navigation system" 
(Col. 17 lines 35-50) and therefore both are in the same field, same intended purpose 
and operation. 

In light of the discussion above, the combination of Rennard with Bouve and 
Hancock are proper, a prima facie case of obviousness has been established, the 103 
rejections based on Rennard, Bouve and Hancock should be maintained. 



Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3574 for faster sen/ice. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
41 16. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. John E Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Khanh B. Pham 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2167 



January 7, 2005 




